he English private library in the seventeenth century is an area where there is scope both to increase our knowledge of the facts and also thereby our understanding of the significance and impact of book ownership in the society of the time. This is not by any means uncharted territory and might at first glance seem to be a subject that has been quite well documented, but on closer inspection the gaps become more apparent. The research project described here focuses on the seventeenth century partly for reasons of personal interest and partly for evidential and documentary reasons -in the sixteenth century the evidence is thinner, whereas once we move into the eighteenth century it grows significantly, with more and more books in circulation and ownership. Also the sixteenth century is relatively better covered by work like Elisabeth Leedham-Green's edition of Cambridge probate inventories and Private Libraries in Renaissance England, and down to 1640 we have Sears Jayne's list of Library catalogues of the English renaissance, incomplete though that is.
change, not only over time, but according to profession and social status? How were libraries and their contents bought and sold and how were they stored? What were the motives for acquiring books? How did people regard their books: to what extent did they regard them as trophies or objects rather than texts pure and simple; how did they annotate them, how did they read them? How many books or entire libraries were destroyed during, and since, the seventeenth century? And why might we want to know any of this, why does it matter?
The aim of this paper is not to provide detailed answers but rather to summarize our current perceptions and suggest a methodology for further work.
Size
To begin with the question of size, how big might the seventeenth-century private library typically be? Here we have some pegs in the ground that have long been known, and which will be readily cited if we start asking about English private libraries of that time. Celebrated collections from the early part of the century include those of the Archbishops -Bancroft and Abbot at Lambeth, Toby Matthew at York -and other academic clerics like Philip Bisse and William Crashawe. 2 In the middle of the century Selden's library of eight thousand or so books is often cited as one of the biggest collections of its day, although Richard Holdsworth's library (Holdsworth died a few years before Selden) was equally big if not bigger. 3 At the end of the century we know that Francis Bernard's library was in excess of ten thousand volumes and that Christopher Codrington gave about twelve thousand volumes to All Souls, but the best known big collection of the time is that of John Moore, Bishop of Ely, which became the Royal Library at Cambridge, estimated at thirty thousand volumes. 4 Less commonly mentioned is the fact that the library of Arthur Annesley, Earl of Anglesey, who died twenty years before Moore, was estimated at the same size. 5 It is hardly surprising to conclude that big collections get bigger as the century progressed. These well-known examples suggest that at the beginning, anything in excess of three thousand volumes would be reckoned a strikingly large collection, while by the middle of the century something nearer ten thousand volumes would be needed in order to stand out. By the end of the century, it had become possible to own as many as 30,000 books. This sense of steady growth in average sizes is borne out by undertaking a more systematic survey across numerous libraries of known size. The listing of seventeenth-century English book owners, which I have maintained for some years on the websites of this Society and of the Bibliographical Society of America, currently includes about 1200 names. 6 Taking those whose size is known (admittedly a minority), calculating an average size by decades, and turning the results into a bar chart produces the result shown in Fig. 1 .
Looking at the available evidence to try to work out library sizes brings out the difficulty of using evidence from valuations and cost estimates for this purpose, a point which Elisabeth Leedham-Green has made in the context of looking at Cambridge inventories. 7 Often we do not have a catalogue but rather a probate valuation -'his books, £30', or £60, or £80, and how accurately might we be able to infer from this how big the collection was? Not very accurately at all is usually the answer, because ratios between valuations and numbers of volumes fluctuate significantly. At the beginning of the century, the ninety or so titles in 190 volumes left by Humfrey Tyndall were given a probate valuation of £47, which is 10s. 6d. per title or about 5s. per physical volume, while the seventy books of Isaac Lowden, who died two years earlier, were valued at £5 16s., or 1s. 8d. each. 8 Tyndall was President of a Cambridge college, Lowden was a curate in Darlington, and how far the different valuations of the books reflect the different nature of their library 10 However the 600 books of Sir John Barneby, a Herefordshire landed gentleman who died in 1701, were valued at only £12, or 5d. each.
11 Again, this is not an easy logic to unscramble. These figures do not suggest that book values went up significantly over the century, which seems counter-intuitive in the context of general monetary inflation; one of the standard relative values of money calculators available on the Internet suggests that £1 in 1700 would have been worth only 14s. in 1600.
12 Of course books were more plentifully produced and in circulation in 1700 than they were 100 years earlier. This is an area that James Raven has considered in The Business of Books where he did find some evidence of book price inflation for new books during this period, but was also forced to conclude that 'determining any "average" price for a book is necessarily elusive'. 13 One thing that regularly comes out of evidence of this kind is that the probate or resale value of books is typically less than the owner paid; William Crashawe is said to have spent £2000 on his library of 4000 volumes, which is 10 shillings apiece, and rather more than the valuation figures mentioned above.
14 Contents 'What were the typical contents, and how did they change not only over time but according to profession and social status?' was the next question. I have previously put some thoughts on this in print not only in the article on patterns of book ownership in The Library in 2010, but also in the piece on early seventeenth-century bishops' libraries published there in 1992.
15 It is of course a large and complex topic where countless other studies of particular collections have added pieces of the jigsaw. We have a broad understanding of the shape taken by many seventeenth-century libraries of any size, of the kinds of things that we are not surprised to find in the collection of a cleric,
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or an academic, or a gentleman. At least half its contents would probably comprise what we would call theology of some shape or form, but it would otherwise be wide ranging as regards recorded knowledge and would embrace some coverage of history, literature, geography and travel, classics, science, natural history, medicine, and law. Proportions would vary and a physician's library would contain more medicine than a cleric's, but his library would still contain a lot of divinity. Over time the proportion of material in the vernacular, and printed in England rather than abroad, would increase and a late seventeenth-century collection is typically much less dominated by continental books in learned languages than one from the start of the century. These trends apply to institutional libraries as well as private ones. At the other end of the spectrum many households would have a much smaller number of books, typically including a Bible, some devotional literature, and maybe some popular history or self-help material. John Parker, a Lichfield apothecary who died in 1655, had 'sixteen books little and big' recorded in his probate inventory; Robert Tudman, a Cheshire yeoman who died in 1632, had six books valued at £1.
16
In between there is a wide spread of possibilities about which we have a less chronicled picture. There are some more unusual or apparently maverick collections like Brian Twyne's or Antony Wood's, which preserve a lot of more ephemeral or less commonly encountered items, but we know much less about the broader pattern of ownership of this kind. 17 We know more about the spread of ownership of the works of the church fathers in the seventeenth century than we do about, for example, copies of Delectable demaundes, and pleasant questions in . . . matters of love, or A profitable book, declaring divers approved remedies, to take out spots and stains, two STC books that survive in Brian Twyne's library at Corpus Christi College, Oxford. There must once have been whole editions of these things that went to good homes but the pattern of the preservation of books for posterity via institutional libraries means that today there are hardly any surviving copies -not something you can say for the works of St Basil -so that distribution can only be conjectured. A point that was made in the 2010 article on patterns of ownership was around the presence of recreational and less serious works in the libraries of clergymen; Stephen Charnock, a Nonconformist minister eulogized by Calamy for his learning and judgment, did indeed own lots of theology but he also had a Collection of Oxford Jests and a poem on the delights of tobacco. 18 The publication of the first volume in the new Oxford History of Popular Print Culture has reminded us, should it be necessary, of the huge market share of printed material that we would call ephemeral -newsbooks, pamphlets, chapbooks, ballads, sermons, playbooks, and simi lar. It has been reckoned that a printed almanac could be found in every third household in England by 1660.
19 Anna Bayman's essay in that volume talks about the pervasiveness of this kind of material across all kinds of book owners, the Seldens as well as the yeoman farmers -'there was no sharp division between popular and elite culture during this period [. . .] but rather, there was substantial overlap between the reading of the elites and that of ordinary people '. 20 Another important point made in the 2010 article is that we should not expect the contents of people's libraries to be merely mirrors of their own mindset; we should not think that a Presbyterian clergyman will only own the writings of his fellow Nonconformists, or that a lawyer will only have professional legal texts on his shelves. Then, as now, anyone engaging with current affairs, whatever their discipline, needed to absorb a wide sweep of contemporary thinking, as well as received wisdom. This point was well made by Philip Benedict and Pierre Léchot, writing about Marsh's Library, when they said that 'rather than offering us a sharply defined picture of its last owner's personal intellectual orientation, it reveals instead his larger intellectual inheritance and the range of texts he might have used to think with, or against'.
21
Buying and Selling 'How were libraries and their contents bought and sold?' was the next question, and it is well known that trade in books was a well-established part of the economic infrastructure throughout the seventeenth century. Again one can refer to James Raven for a recent and systematic overview of this area, but there is a voluminous literature on the book trade. Major towns and cities had numerous outlets where new books could be bought, and more provincial or rural locations would be within striking distance one way or another. Booksellers might turn their hand to a number of other more or less related activities, like stationery, bookbinding, patent medicines, or wine selling, and there were considerably more of them at the end of the seventeenth century than there were at the beginning. Raven's estimate is that the number of London booksellers who dealt in 'old libraries' increased threefold during the course of the seventeenth century. 22 Just what was available
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in bookshops by way of unbound or ready-bound stock, and what people specified when they indicated their wish to buy is less clear, but received wisdom on this point has been rightly questioned by Stuart Bennett among others.
23
What is less well mapped is the extent and role of the second-hand book trade, which we all know was there, but struggle to find much serious documentation about before auction and fixed price catalogues began to appear in the last quarter of the century. The importance of the second-hand trade, and the relative paucity of documentation on it, are issues brought out by Matthew Yeo in his recent book on Chetham's Library in the seventeenth century; as he points out, our conceptual models of book history, like Darnton's communications circuit, tend to be focused primarily on the trade in new books. 24 If we were to ask 'what proportion, on average, of the contents of a representative seventeenth-century private library from the beginning, middle, or end of the century was acquired second-hand as opposed to new', there would be no obvious place to go to find an evidence-based answer, or to know how the proportion changes over time. Scot tish book storage techniques. 27 But books were also being stored in chests, as Henry Percy's inventory of 1632 mentions fifty-two chests of books and there are other references to books in chests, piles, or cupboards. 28 The generally expressed view is that by the end of the century the idea of a library as a separate room in larger houses was well established, and we have a rare intact survival at Ham House, which dates from the 1670s, but there are records of library rooms in grand houses much earlier than this, such as at Northumberland House, and Salisbury House, both in the 1610s. 29 As Elisabeth Leedham-Green and David McKitterick put it in the Cambridge History of the Book in Britain, the evolution of the library as a distinct room in a gentleman's house awaits a full investigation, and what we have at the moment is rather like our landscape of private libraries more generally, a number of well-known examples that are regularly cited in the literature, and a feeling that there is more that could be uncovered with systematic research. 30 
Design and Storage

Motives for Book Ownership
The next set of themes was around motives for acquiring books, how they were regarded and how they were treated, which is a complex set of questions with no more one-line answers than would be the case if asked today. Books were obviously recognized for their intellectual content and as quarries of knowledge, motives that were clearly at work when people bequeathed their books to institutional libraries or to sons who were entering the ministry, or when George Ashwell, who died in Oxford in 1694, asked that his books be auctioned there so as to benefit the ongoing promotion of study in the University. 31 When Richard Hooker was told that his house was on fire it was his books that he asked about, and on being told that they were safe, he is said to have replied that 'it matters not, for no other loss can trouble me'. 32 He too was probably thinking primarily about their textual content, but when William Boothby later in the century talked about his books as 'the great joy of my life' we detect more layers to the bibliophilic onion, more flavour of delighting in books as objects, as possessions, getting closer to what motivated Samuel Pepys to have his books uniformly bound and to put little blocks under the smaller books in his bookcases so as to achieve an aesthetically satisfying result. 33 We all know about Naudé's advice about library formation, about not wasting money on bindings and how it becomes only the ignorant to esteem a book for its cover, but John Evelyn, the English translator of Naudé, whose shelves were full of elegant bindings in monogrammed goatskin, never seems to have taken much notice of that. 34 John Carter opened his Taste and Technique in Book Collecting by quoting A. W. Pollard's definition of 'the bringing together of books which in their contents, their form or the history of the individual copy possess some element of permanent interest, and either actually or prospectively are rare', going on to note Pollard's view that 'by the end of the seventeenth century book-collecting was in full swing all over Europe'. 35 It is questionable how far the idea of creating collections of the kind that we have been familiar with since the rise of bibliophilic fashions, around the turn of the nineteenth century, had really taken hold in the seventeenth. That movement has recently been expertly charted by Kristian Jensen who observed that 'in the seventeenth century a rare book had most often meant a "useful" book'. 36 Certainly there were people then who liked their books to be handsome, or who wanted large libraries, but practical usefulness was more likely to be a primary driver than the wish to gather together books with some kind of Pollardesque intellectual rationale as collections. The website listing refers deliberately to book owners rather than book collectors, as any attempt to draw some kind of imaginary line between seventeenth-century connoisseurs who were collectors, from others who were merely owners, would be artificial and misguided.
The extent to which books were acquired as status symbols, as expressions of social standing, as decoration, or as things to give away and create a memorial for posterity, rather than as things to read are all areas deserving more exploration, and of course these various motives are not mutually exclusive. Book marking habits were as varied in the seventeenth century as they are today; then, as now, there were people who marked their ownership and their thoughts in their books, and people who didn't. Bill Sherman has written more about this in Used Books, pointing out that there were contemporary guides to how to mark as you read, but observation shows a great variety of practices and attitudes. 37 
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Destruction and Loss How many books or entire libraries were destroyed during the seventeenth century? It is easy to overlook the scale of book destruction in the past.
There have been numerous studies of the survival rates of books going back to Oliver Willard's article in The Library in 1943, and more recently Paul Needham has published a useful piece focused on survival rates for incunabula. 38 Needham reckoned that the average survival rate for fifteenth century books was about one in 500. He stresses the point that the most significant factor influencing book survival is the likelihood, or not, of their entering institutional library collections, and that 'books that do not enter institutional libraries often become rare so quickly that age or antiquity alone is not a very important factor -an eighteenth-century edition, being two or three hundred years younger than an incunable, does not for that reason alone have any greater chance of survival '. 39 This point is brought home by John Barnard's observation that the Stationers' records show that 84,000 school primers were printed in 1676-77, of which one copy can now be traced. 40 Books were endlessly and continuously destroyed throughout the seventeenth century, through wear and tear, through accident and calamity, because people had other uses for spare paper, or simply because they were not wanted. On top of regular activity in domestic violence to books, the century saw some particular high spots for destruction, such as the Great Fire of 1666 that consumed numerous libraries, and the Civil War. There are lots of tales from the 1640s of libraries being sequestered and never seen again, and of soldiers ransacking and destroying cherished collections. The library of Thomas Jones, a Devon clergyman ejected in 1645, was plundered around that time by parliamentary forces who were said to have defiled and torn the books into pieces and scattered the leaves across the roads and fields. 41 The books of Henry King, Bishop of Chichester, were reputedly rent in pieces with torn leaves scattered over the church, even to the covering of the pavement, when the Cathedral was sacked. 42 Robert Mapletoft, who bequeathed his books to help recreate the Cathedral Library at Ely, dispersed during the Interregnum, described what he was able to leave as 'the small reserves from the late plundering times', while John Riland, fellow of Magdalen College, Oxford, described how his study was broken up during the Civil War, with the loss of all his books and papers. 43 The upshot of all this of course is that we should not base our understanding of the landscape of seventeenth-century private libraries only on what has survived, but make use of every kind of archival and printed source that may refer to what once existed.
Next Steps: The Need for a Better Reference Infrastructure
This paper has sketched out a series of questions of the kind to which we should have answers if we are to have developed an all-round kind of understanding of the nature and impact of private libraries in seventeenthcentury England. It is clear that we have better handles on the answers for some questions than for others, although the waters are clouded both by received but insufficiently challenged wisdom, or by well-known exemplars that tend to be regularly trotted out and assumed to cover all that needs to be said. It should also be recognized that our knowledge base of building block material on which to create such understanding is thin, and that there is a lot of information that could be uncovered and brought together so as to build a fuller picture and facilitate the kind of interpretative work that could go with that. As Giles Mandelbrote put in in the Cambridge History of Libraries, where he refers to 'the density and complexity of book ownership in this period', 'most of this history remains to be written at local level; it is almost entirely absent from the older surveys of private book ownership and collecting'.
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The website listing was created as the first stage of a bigger project to create a reference source to help build that picture, envisaged as a directory of seventeenth-century English book owners. Its aim is to set out readily and concisely what is known about an individual's library, how to recognize their ownership evidence, and where to find more information, including examples of surviving books where possible. It does not currently aim to be all-embracing for the British Isles, and focuses specifically on English owners; some Scottish and Irish owners are included if their careers, and their libraries, were primarily based in England. The list contains a little over 1,200 names drawn from various sources, and its outward references include links to websites with useful images, as well as printed works. The criteria for inclusion need to be flexible, as we often do not know how large particular collections were, and even then size alone is not the only measure of significance. A hundred books in 1610 stands out more than the same number in 1710, and a provincial apothecary or schoolteacher with such a library is probably more noteworthy than the same number found on the shelves of an Oxford academic or an archdeacon. As noted earlier there were countless seventeenth-century families with a Bible and a small number of devotional or popular books in their possession and it would be unrealistic to try to include them all -to put it another way, this is not about trying to capture every seventeenth-century name found in the books in all of our libraries. A unified provenance index to many libraries is another desideratum that would complement this work, but that would be a separate project.
Drafts currently exist for the fuller directory for nearly 350 of the names on the list; the Appendix shows a few specimen entries so as to invite comments on the format. In each case a brief biographical section is fol lowed by whatever can be said about the library including, as appropriate, its size, contents, value, and any descriptive material available from contem po rary sources. Wills are always important, where they exist, for evi dence of owners' perceptions of their libraries and their status within their overall estate. People sometimes specified how their libraries were to be divided between male and female relatives, or directed that they should be sold for charitable purposes; they indicated their wish that collections should be kept intact, or become family heirlooms -not always respected -or they bequeathed them in considered ways around multiple recipients. Or they didn't mention them at all, even when they are known to have had sizeable libraries. Sometimes they were particular about conditions of dis persalGeorge Hickes, for example, wished his books to be sold after his death 'by themselves pure and unmixed with any other books whatsoever'. 45 There follows a discrete section on characteristic markings, which may be inscriptions, bookplates, armorials, or anything else, and which needs to include images; in many cases, of course, it is impossible to supply anything here as there are lots of collections that have been dispersed without trace, and many owners throughout history who have not marked their books at all. The entries conclude with a bibliography of relevant further references in print or online.
Book ownership is one of the remaining uncharted bibliographical frontiers. In Thomas Jefferson's house at Monticello in Virginia, there is a large map hanging in the hallway showing America as it was known around the turn of the eighteenth century. The north-east is reasonably well drawn out, then it becomes blanker and patchier as you move south and west with hardly any recorded knowledge of the west coast at all, or how much there is in between. About a century ago our bibliographical forbears might have observed that knowledge of the national printed output of the hand-press period was much the same -they had a number of building blocks in printed catalogues of major libraries, but an awful lot of uncatalogued or scarcely discoverable material in libraries all over the world. It was of course STC, which was first mooted at a Bibliographical Society meeting in 1918 and first brought to publication in 1926, that changed all that, together with the subsequent short-title catalogue projects it inspired. Our knowledge of the people who produced and distributed the books, the printers and the booksellers, was similarly once a twilight world with occasional candles here and there, but then the British Book Trade Index and London Book Trade Index came along to build on the work of Plomer and his colleagues. We now therefore have a much more comprehensive reference source in that field, not as authoritative as STC, but providing that kind of overall map of the landscape that enables contextual assessment.
If STC has brought the Ordnance Survey to the national printed output, in the world of provenance and book ownership we are still closer to Jefferson's America. There are large swathes of territory yet to be properly charted by the kind of reference infrastructure that would both create a good chance of identifying evidence in a particular book and of putting individual owners more fully into their contemporary contexts. I have argued elsewhere for the importance of paying full attention to the copy-specific aspects of books, and my belief that in an increasingly digital age it is only those distinctive and unique aspects of books that will give them lasting cultural and research value, once textual content is fully and satisfactorily available online. I am not seeing anything in the ongoing march of the Kindle and e-text to change that opinion. There has indeed been a steadily growing interest in provenance studies in recent decades, both in cataloguing and in book historical literature, but the field needs better reference anchors.
In that context a directory of the kind I have described could be useful. It was originally conceived as something published in print, but by the time it reaches that stage it will probably make more sense as an online resource. It could also be built upon to extend beyond the seventeenth century -indeed, such a database confined to its present date range would probably soon generate frustration among researchers who would curse the absence of the generation of Narcissus Luttrell, who died in 1732, or Anthony Askew (d. 1774), or even that of Richard Heber (d. 1834). It is easy to see various models whereby the idea could be developed as an online directory with the opportunity for community input and editing, provided that a stable host and central point for editorial direction could be maintained. As I said when delivering this paper orally, I would welcome contact from any fellow researchers in this field who share the vision for a resource of this kind and its desirability, and who might help create the critical mass to bring it about.
The last question on my opening list, not yet addressed, was: 'Why does it matter?'. And it is important not to overlook being able to answer that. The defining concept of book history is around understanding the social impact of books; we have moved on from the emphases of twentieth-century historical bibliography, which had a strong focus on enumerative and textual bibliography and the need to establish the record of what was produced, to wanting to understand what influence these things actually had on their contemporaries and on subsequent generations. This is why it is important to focus on which books were owned, what patterns of ownership and use were, how books were read and regarded, and how people responded to them: these are all things that are unlocked by looking both at private libraries in the round and by looking at the evidence in surviving books. Inscriptions, bookplates, and armorials tell us something about attitudes to books, as well as providing direct evidence of individual collections, while annotations provide an interface between text and reader. Bindings can tell us how much someone wanted to spend on what kind of long or short term investment, whether a book has been read or left on the shelf, where it was when it was bound, and whether anyone has ever wanted to rebind or repair it. Paying close attention to these things while also developing the reference infrastructure to allow us to interpret evidence and place it in context is what will deliver that understanding and help us to appreciate why books have ongoing historic and cultural value. Babington was a significant donor to the building developments at Trinity College after the Restoration, including support for Nevile's Court in the 1680s. He was also closely involved in the building of the Wren Library, partly in overseeing some of the work but also in subscribing £100 in 1676, and providing more money for the southern extension in 1681, on condition that he could occupy rooms there and that rental income from the space would subsequently be applied to the purchase of library books. Babington's arms were subsequently included as one of the armorials carved by Grinling Gibbons to decorate the presses, for which he paid a further £25.
London
Books
Babington's will (PCC PROB 11/408) included a bequest to Trinity College of his 'Collection of mapps that I have putt together according to that method that Doctor Heylin hath used in his Geography'; it also refers to 'setts of musicall books' already given to the College. He bequeathed books to the value of £10 to the Town Library of Leicester and in establishing a charitable foundation in the parish of Barrow, Leicestershire in memory of his uncle Theophilus Cave, included a stipulation that money be spent annually on Bibles, to be given to poor children, bound with 'The gift of Theophilus Cave' on the covers in gilt letters.
The bulk of Babington's books was sold by auction in Cambridge, 12 July 1692. The sale catalogue includes 865 lots, plus 52 volumes of tracts, divided into Latin books (465) and English (400), not further subdivided other than by format (i.e. not by subject). The collection included a typical mix of theology, history, and classics with a sprinkling of science, literature, and other material. C. 15 percent of the books were 16th-century imprints, with the remainder spread across the 17th century. Examples: BL, 3104.c.9; Emmanuel, Cambridge S1.2.21.
Characteristic Markings
The Babington books that have been traced have his name, and the price and date of acquisition, in a small neat hand in the top right hand corner of the title-page. There are no annotations. 
BANKES Family
Sir John Bankes (1589-1644) 
Books
Only a few books now at Kingston Lacy can be traced back to Sir John's time, although he is likely to have had a collection. Some high quality late 16th century bindings are thought to have come from his original library at Corfe Castle. John (the son), Ralph, and Mary were all active book purchasers throughout the middle decades of the 17th century and their books form the foundation of the present library at Kingston Lacy. Their books cover a range of subjects and languages and are predominantly contemporary 17th century publications (i.e. they appear not to have acquired many 16th century books), in fairly plain bindings of the period, with a few exceptions of more upmarket work. The collection seems to have gone through a period of little growth between the late 17th and late 18th centuries (i.e. after Ralph's death), and books were certainly dispersed after 1677. Examples: primarily at Kingston Lacy.
Characteristic Markings
John and Ralph regularly inscribed their names on title-pages, sometimes with prices and other acquisition details; endleaves were commonly used for notes, which may be in the language of the text (e.g. Italian notes, and Italian forms of name, in Italian books). Some books are marked as belonging to Mary.
Greek New Testament to his cousin Nicholas Hobart, his Parkinson's Herbal to Sara Hobart, and Cicero's works to his cousin Katherine Bust. The remainder of his books in Barton were to be sold by his friend Henry Sacheverell, with the proceeds distributed to the poor there. He also directed his nephew to burn all his sermons, sermon notes, and commonplace books.
None of Barlow's books have been identified.
Bibliography
Venn; Walker revised.
Francis BERNARD 1628-98
Born in Croyden, Surrey, son of Samuel Bernard, Vicar there. Bound apprenctice to John Lorrimer, apothecary of London, in 1645; admitted a freeman of the Society of Apothecaries 1653, liveryman 1662. Apothecary to St Bartholomew's Hospital 1661, where he was noted for his service during the great plague of 1665. Awarded a Lambeth MD 1678; shortly afterwards appointed assistant physician at St Bartholomew's, promoted to physician in 1683. Honorary Fellow of the Royal Society of Physicians 1680, full Fellow 1687. Physician in ordinary to James II, 1685. Bernard was involved in several controversies associated with the College of Physicians during the 1680s and 90s, generally supporting new ideas and a willingness to experiment (in opposition to the conservative tradition of the discipline); he resisted the College's attempts to restrict the activities of apothecaries.
Books
Bernard assembled a library of over 10,000 books, sold by auction in London (at his house), beginning 4 October 1698. His will does not mention his library, which passed to his widow as part of his overall estate; it refers critically to his son and one of his daughters, echoing the comment in the preface to the sale catalogue that he regretted not having heirs who might make use of his books. The preface also highlights the size and scope of the collection, and the rarity of some of the items. It refers to a manuscript catalogue of the library, and the fact that some items listed there had been lost through Bernard's generosity in lending books to people and not having them returned. The collection was evidently assembled throughout Bernard's life; he received an unknown number of books on the death of his father in 1657, whose will stipulated the division of his library between Francis and two of his brothers (Samuel and John).
The sale catalogue lists 9,997 lots, plus 39 bundles of pamphlets, divided into Latin theology (1069), Law (Latin and English; 277), Mathematics (including astronomy and astrology, Latin and English; 938), Medical (mostly Latin, but including some English; 4484), Miscellaneous Latin (4950), Italian, Spanish, and French (1163), English divinity, history, and miscellaneous (2066). The medical section was understandably singled out for its size, but the library was wide ranging in its subject coverage. It included a number of MSS (Bernard's name is found as a buyer of MSS in several marked-up sale catalogues of the 1680s and 90s), and has been noted for
